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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-31 are presented for Examination. 

Priority 

2. A reference to the prior application No. 60/432,472, filed Dec.1 1 , 2002; 
application No. 60/443,894, filed Jan.30, 2003; application No. 60/457,179, filed March 
25, 2003; and application No. 60/443,897, filed Jan.30, 2003; application No. 
60/473,696, filed May 28, 2003; application No. 60/465,982, filed April 28, 2003; and 
application No. 60/448,658, filed Feb. 18, 2003 have been inserted as the first 
sentence(s) of the specification of this application or in an application data sheet (37 
CFR 1 .76). The claim for benefit of relying on the filing date of the prior application 
under 35 U.S.C. 119(e), 120, 121, or 365(c) is acknowledged. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The listing of references in the specification is not a proper information disclosure 
statement. 37 CFR 1 .98(b) requires a list of all patents, publications, or other 
information submitted for consideration by the Office, and MPEP § 609.04(a) states, 
"the list may not be incorporated into the specification but must be submitted in a 
separate paper." Therefore, unless the references have been cited by the examiner on 
form PTO-892, they have not been considered. Incorporated references (Attorney 
Docket No. 14185US02, Attorney Docket No. 14274US02, & Application 

No. 60/465,982) are disclosed in paragraph [02] of the specification. 
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Specification 

4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

5. Information provided in paragraphs [02], [41], [48], & [57] is incomplete. US 
Patent application numbers are missing in the Incorporated by Reference section and in 
the specification. Appropriate correction is required. 

6. Information provided in paragraphs [35] & [37] is incorrect. According to Figure 
1A, 'the third party media server' corresponds to reference character 117, not 112 as 
indicated in the specification. Appropriate correction is required. 

7. Information provide in paragraph [52] is incorrect. According to Figure 2A, 'the 
media exchange network' corresponds to reference character 200, not 220 as indicated 
in the specification. Appropriate correction is required. 

8. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: The specification does not distinctly define the 
characteristics of each of the claimed processors of Claim 31 : a media processing 
system processor, a media management system processor, a computer processor, a 
media exchange software processor and a media peripheral processor (paragraphs [11] 
& [96]). Without further disclosure as to the distinctness of each claimed processor in 
Claim 31, each claimed processor will be treated as indistinguishable and therefore the 
broadest reasonable interpretation of a processor will be used in the interpretation of 
Claim 31. 



Application/Control Number: 10/675,385 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2629 

Drawings 

9. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) 
because reference character "407" has been used to designate both 'Kid's Pictures' 
media channel and a media guide user interface. 

1 0. The drawings are objected to because reference character C of Figure 5 is 
labeling an incorrect location as stated in the specification. According to the paragraph 
[76] of the specification, reference character 'C should be labeling where 'the first party 
501 accesses the third-party channel 504 using a media guide user interface 502 on a 
PC 503'. 

1 1 . Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .1 21 (d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
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the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

12. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

13. Claims 1-3, 9-13, 19-23, & 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Cezeaux et al. (US Patent Publication 2002/0184631). 

With respect to Claim 1, the claimed "generating a request from first location to 
receive media from a non-broadcast channel provider" is met by Cezeaux et al. that 
teach a subscriber, using a set top box 102 at a first location, requesting media from a 
content server 105, which in turn may allow the subscriber to view media such as pay- 
per-view movies (Fig.1&4; paragraphs [0026], [0029], [0030], & [0035]). The claimed 
"providing at least one of payment and authorization information to said non-broadcast 
channel provider" is met by Cezeaux et al. that teach user authentication upon a 
request for media from a content server (Fig.3&4, paragraphs [0026], [0030], [0034] & 
[0035]). The claimed "receiving said media from a storage location other than said non- 
broadcast channel provider" is met by Cezeaux et al. that teach the transmittal of 
requested media to a subscriber from content sources 101 (Fig.1; paragraph [0030]). 
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With respect to Claim 2, the claimed "presenting a representation of said 
transferred received media in at least one of a media guide and a channel guide at said 
first location" is met by Cezeaux et al. that teach the use of electronic program guide, 
200, for the representation of those services to which a subscriber is currently 
subscribed to, including the media that is associated with each channel (Fig. 2; 
paragraphs [0004], [0026], [0029], & [0033]). 

With respect to Claim 3, the claimed "consuming said received media at said first 
location" is met by Cezeaux et al. that teach the use of a television, 103, and a set top 
box, 102, in displaying received media to be viewed by a subscriber (Fig.1; paragraphs 
[0003], [0026], [0033], & [0034]). 

With respect to Claim 9, the claimed " searching said non-broadcast channel 
provider for information related to said media according to said generated request" is 
met by Cezeaux et al. that teach the use of a service selection system, within the 
content server, in searching for subscriber information associated with the media being 
requested in order to validate a request for subscription ([0026] & [0034]). 

With respect to Claim 10, the claimed "selecting said received media for 
consumption" is met by Cezeaux et al. that teach the selection of media to be viewed on 
a television display by a subscriber by the use of an EPG showing media channels 
currently subscribe to and the media associated with them ([0026], [0030], & [0033]). 

Claim 11 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 1. 
Claim 12 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 2. 
Claim 13 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 3. 



Application/Control Number: 10/675,385 
Art Unit: 2629 



Page 7 



Claim 19 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 9. 
Claim 20 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 10. 

Claim 21 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 1. Furthermore, 
Cezeaux et al. teach the use of a set-top box, 102, that is utilized in requesting media, 
providing authentication information, and in receiving media from the content providers, 
101 (Fig.1; paragraphs [0004], [0026], [0030], & [0034]). 

Claim 22 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 2. 
Claim 23 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 3. 
Claim 29 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 9. 
Claim 30 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 10. 

With respect to Claim 31, the claimed "wherein said at least one processor is at 
least one of a media processing system processor, a media management system 
processor, a computer processor, a media exchange software processor and a media 
peripheral processor" is met by Cezeaux et al. that teach the use of a set-top box, 102 
(Fig.1; paragraphs [0004], [0026], [0030], & [0034]). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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15. Claims 4-8, 14-18, & 24-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cezeaux et al. (US Patent Publication 2002/0184631) in view of 
Thomas et al. (US Patent Publication 2002/0059621). 

With respect to Claim 4, the claimed "requesting that said received media be 
transferred from said storage location to a second location" is not explicitly taught by the 
Cezeaux et al. reference. However, in a similar field of endeavor, the Thomas et al. 
reference teaches a system in which a user is able to transfer the delivery of media from 
a first location to a second location (Abstract; paragraphs [0007], [0091], & [0096]). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have combined the ability to transfer media delivery from a first location to a 
second location as taught by the Thomas et al. reference with the system of requesting 
media from a media provider as taught by the Cezeaux et al. reference in order to allow 
a user the additional ability to view media at two distinct locations. A person of ordinary 
skill in the art would have been motivated to make such a modification to the Cezeaux 
et al. reference in order to provide a user a greater level of enjoyment in their viewing of 
media. 

With respect to Claim 5, the claimed "transferring an identifier of said second 
location to said non-broadcast provider" is met by Thomas et al. that teach the use of 
user identification information & a remote server network in authenticating a user at a 
second location in order to allow the transmittal of media (Paragraphs [0080], [0086], 
[0091], [0096], & [0099]). 
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With respect to Claim 6, the claimed "presenting a representation of said 
transferred received media in at least on of a media guide and a channel guide at said 
second location" is met by Thomas et al. that teach the use of a programming guide in 
displaying on-demand programs available for ordering and which also displays media 
that has previously been relocated to a second location and may continued to be 
viewed. (Fig.5A, 6A, 7A, & 7B; paragraphs [0077], [0082], [0089], & [0091]). 

With respect to Claim 7, the claimed "media is consumed at said second 
location" is met by Thomas et al. that teach the viewing of relocated media at a second 
location upon the proper identification of the user (paragraphs [0007], [0087], [0091], & 
[0099]). 

With respect to Claim 8, the claimed "wherein said non-broadcast channel 
provider authorizes said storage location to transfer said media to at least one of said 
first location and said second location" is met by Thomas et al. that teach the 
authorization of media transfer, by media distribution facility, 150, to a second location 
upon the proper identification of a subscriber by a remote server network, 110 (Fig.1, 
paragraph [0091]). 

Claim 14 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 4. 
Claim 15 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 5. 
Claim 16 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 6. 
Claim 17 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 7. 
Claim 18 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 8. 
Claim 24 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 4. 
Claim 25 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 5. 
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Claim 26 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 6. 
Claim 27 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 7. 
Claim 28 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 8. 

Conclusion 

16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Zhou (US Patent Application Publication US 2002/0144279) teaches a 
method for the creation of custom channels from numerous content providers via the 
use of a 'Broker' unit. 

Shah-Nazaroff et al. (US Patent 6,157,377) teach a method for the purchasing 
of upgradeable features related to programming transmissions. Included in such a 
method, a request is sent to server system, which in turn coordinates purchasing the 
media feature with the programming transmission source. 

Yacenda et al. (US Patent Application Publication US 2004/0015993) teach a 
system that uses local storage and replay devices in providing movies on-demand to a 
subscriber. 

Griggs et al. (US Patent Application Publication US 2002/0053081) teach a 
system in which a program schedule listing a plurality of content providers and the 
media available from each is provided to a subscriber. 

Navar (US Patent 7,080,400) teaches a method of distributing & storing 
multimedia content in a number of set-top boxes that form part of a multimedia network. 
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1 7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jorge Mendoza Jr. whose telephone number is (571) 
270-5087. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30 am - 
4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dennis Chow can be reached at (571) 272-7767. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jorge Mendoza Jr./ 
Examiner, Art Unit 4126 
/Lun-Yi Lao/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2629 



